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REMARKS 

This is intended as a full and complete response to the Office Action dated May 
16, 2006, having a shortened statutory period for response set to expire on August 16, 
2006. 

Claims 2, 5-10, 12, and 33-46 remain pending in the application after entry of this 
response. Claims 2 and 5-12 stand rejected by the Examiner. Claim 11 has been 
cancelled. New claims 33-46 have been added. Reconsideration of the pending claims 
is requested for reasons presented below. 

Claim Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. §112 

Claims 9-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. Claims 9 and 10 have been amended to overcome 
this rejection. 

Claim Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. § 102 

Claims 2 and 5-12 are rejected under 35 .U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Neilon (US 3,795,326 A). The Examiner states that Neilon discloses "a body (34), the 
body coupled to the tubular transport tool (10). . ." 

Neilon discloses a pipe rack (10) and a truck (34). The pipe rack (10) is 
stationary and the truck (34) is not coupled to the pipe rack (10). Therefore, Neilon 
does not teach, show, or suggest the body coupled to the trough, wherein the trough is 
configured to carry the tubular from a substantially horizontal position to the wellbore, 
wherein the at least one arm is movable in two or more planes relative to the body, 
wherein the body is movably coupled to the trough and the tubular is retained between 
the body and the at least one arm as recited in claims 2, 5-10, 12 and 33-39. Therefore, 
Applicant believes that claims 2, 5-10, 12 and 33-39 are in condition for allowance. 



486571„1 



Page 6 



PATENT 

Atty. Bkt. No. WEAT/0288.P1 



New Claims 



New claims 33-46 have been added, no new matter has been added. Claims 33- 
39 depend from claim 2. As stated above Applicant believes that claim 2 is in condition 
for allowance and therefore claims 33-39 are also in condition for allowance. 

The references cited by the Examiner do not disclose actuating the one or more 
arms in order to pivot the arms in a first plane relative to the body while removing the 
second end of the tubular from the carriage, actuating the body in order to pivot the 
body relative to the carriage to align the second end of the tubular with the wellbore, 
and actuating the one or more arms in order to pivot the arms in a second plane relative 
to the body to release the tubular when the second end is above the wellbore as recited 
in new claim 40. Therefore, the Applicant believes that claims 40-46 are in condition for 
allowance. 



The references cited by the Examiner, alone or in combination, do not teach, 
show, or suggest the invention as claimed. Having addressed all issues set out in the 
office action, Applicant respectfully submits that the claims are in condition for 
allowance and respectfully request that the claims be allowed. 



Conclusion 



Respectfully submitted, 
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Attorney for Applicant 
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